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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Re claim 16, the claim is not clear to the Examiner. For the purpose of the examination, 
the claim is interpreted to mean that other appliances will function as a server like the 
first appliance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102(e) that form 

the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-10 and 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable 
over Humpleman et al (U.S 6198479), hereinafter referred to as Humpleman. 



Re claims 1, 9 and 10, Humpleman discloses providing an Internet service in a non-IP 
based network comprising a first server {home device, elements 102, 108 and 110, figure 
14) connected to a non-IP based network {home network, column 4, lines 40-42) and 
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having an application program as installed and a second server {Internet proxy, element 
1 104, figure 14) connected to a non-IP network (home network) and an IP based network 
(Internet) and having the application program as installed so that a service corresponding 
to an Internet service request is provided to the Internet according to the Internet service 
request received from the Internet (column 20, lines 53-62). 

Re claim 2, Humpleman discloses HAVi (Home Audio/Video interoperability) home 
network (column 4, lines 36-37). 

Re claim 3, Humpleman discloses transmitting Internet service in a digital format or a 
Web document format (column 4, lines 15-19). 

Re claim 4, Humpleman discloses accessing and controlling home devices through 
Internet service (the Internet service is accessed from the Internet to the first and second 
server to control the first and the second servers, column 20, lines 53-62). 
Re claim 5, Humpleman discloses a layered interface model that can be used to for 
communicating between home devices and providing an Internet service through Internet 
proxy (figures 2 and 14). 

Re claims 6 and 7, Humpleman discloses each home device containing interface data 
(column 4, lines 15-18). 

Re claim 8, Humpleman discloses a layered interface model that can be used to for 
communicating between home devices and providing an Internet service through Internet 
proxy (figure 2). 
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Re claims 12 and 13, Humpleman discloses providing an Internet service in a non-EP 
based network comprising a first appliance {Internet proxy, element 1 104, figure 14) for 
controlling and communicating the non-IP based network with the Internet {home 
network, column 4, lines 40-42) and a second appliance which is connected with the first 
appliance for providing the Internet service to an appliance connected with the Internet 
via the first appliance when the Internet service is requested by the appliance connected 
to the Internet via the first appliance (column 20, lines 53-62). 
Re claims 14-16, Humpleman discloses each home network device functioning as a 
server for providing its own information (figure 3a; column 7, lines 13-15). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claim 1 1 is are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Humpleman 
in view of Gupta et al (U.S 5864542), hereinafter referred to as Gupta. 
Re claim 1 1, Humpleman does not teach the server determining if the requested Internet 
service is a service to be provided by itself and not, then the server transmits an Internet 
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service start signal to the first server connected to the non-IP based network to provide 
the Internet service. However, Gupta discloses a system where the Data Access Server 
receives a command requesting specific information, and if the information is locally 
present, the server will retrieve the information and report to the requesting process. If the 
information is not locally available, the server determines where the information resides, 
and automatically establishes a logical connection to the information source. The server 
then invokes proper procedure, protocol, and messages to collect the information, and 
presents the data to the calling process in the same way it presents the local information 
(column 33, lines 4-13). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to implement relational database system of Gupta 
into Humpleman to provide requested services through a distributed network resources 
for multimedia application support. 



Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• US Patent (5861906) to Dunn et al. discloses interactive entertainment network 
system and customizing operation according to viewer preferences 

• US Patent (6850149) to Park discloses network control system for home appliance 

• US Patent (6121593) to Mansbery et al. discloses home appliances controlled from a 
remote location 
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7. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Hong Cho whose telephone number is 571-272-3087. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri during 7 am to 4 pm. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-3088. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Hong Cho 
Patent Examiner 
2-10-2005 




